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REPLY BRIEF FOR APPELLANTS UNDER 37 C.F.R, S41.41 



Sir. 



Please consider this Reply Brief submitted in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 41.41 in 
order to address issues and arguments presented in the Examiner's Answer dated 
September 18, 2007. This Reply Brief is filed within two months from the date of the 
Examiner's Answer as required. In addition to the arguments presented herewith. 
Appellants reassert the arguments set forth in the Appeal Brief filed July 9, 2007. 



With respect to the first paragraph set forth in the Response to Argument section of 
the Examiner's Answer. Appellants' independent claims contain the limitation wherein "the 
rubber component is present in an amount from about 2 to about 60 parts by weight per 
100 parts by weight of the matrix polymer and the thennoplastic polyolefin polymer 
component". All of said independent claims contain the limitation wherein the matrix 
polymer is a polyolefin. Thus, Appellants' basis is parts of rubber per 100 parts of 
polyolefin polymer (both matrix and thermoplastic polyolefin polymers). In Col, 2, lines 32- 
38, of the '878 reference, Coran teaches "When the quantity of cross-linked CSM rubber, 
in the absence of plasticizer falls below about 50 parts by weight per 100 parts total weight 
of polyolefin resin and CSM rubber, a rigid composition having reduced toughness is 
produced." . Accordingly, Coran's basis is parts of rubber per 100 parts by weight of 
polyolefin and rubber. The Examiner states that the measure of Coran is a different basis 
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